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REMARKS 

This toendment i® being filed in. rasponje to the Office Action 
mailed October 4, 2006, wMeb. has been reviewed and careiiaiy 
eenBidnred. Reconsideration and allowance of the present 
application in view of the .amendment a made above and the remarks to 
follow are respectfully requested * 

By ^eaes of the present ammdment f the current Abstract Ma 
been, deiet&d and substituted with the enclosed New Abstract Which 
better conforms to 0 . 5 , practice. 

By ^earia of the present, amendment claims 1- 11 have been 
amended for better clarity and eoniormanoe to U.S. prentice , such 
as bngianinc the dependent claims with -The' instead of -It- > and 

changing ^characterised' in teat* to --wherein Claims 1-11 were 

not amended in order to address issues of patentability and 
Applicants respectfully reserve all rights under the Doctrine of 
Equivalents, 

In the Office Action, claims 1-4, 7-10 and 11-20 are 
provisionally rejected, under the judicially created doctrine of 



vioneees^-type double patent ice ee being unpatentable, orer a 
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copending Application Mo, 10/524,181,- Further, claims S and IS are 
provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviounnesn-type double patenting as being unpatentable over a 
copending Application Ken 10/524,131 in view of U.S. Patent Mo, 
5,907,222 tLengyelK Claims 6 :> 16 and 18 - IS are proviaiomlly 
rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviouaaeB^-type. 
donblo patenting as feeing unpatnntafoln over a. copending Application 
Mo- I0/S24 V I81 in view of O.S. Patent In. 5,7:2*, 723 (Oeh&raK 

These reject lone are respaotfuliy t rave reed. However, to 
advance proaecntion and expedite allowance* a Terminal Diselaimar 
ia included borein, Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is 
respectfully reaue^ ted . 

In the Office Action, claiee 1, 12 13, IS and 20 are objected 

to for certain informal it iae , Without agree leg with the Examiner, 
and in the interest of advancing prosecution, claims? 1, 12-13, IS 
and 20 have been amended, to remova the inforsB lit! &is noted by the 
Examiner, It is reepsctf ulXy snbmittnd that the objection, of 
claims 1, 12-13 > IS and 20 has bean overc« and an. indication as 
such is respectfully requested. 

in. addition, applicants deny any statement, position or 
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averment of the Examiner that is not specifically addressed by the 
foregoing argument and response. Any rejections and /or points of 
argument not addressed would appear to be moot in view of the 
presented remarks. However, the Applicants reserve the right to 
submit further arguments in support of the above stated position, 
should that become necessary, Ho arguments are waived and none of 
the Examiner is statements are conceded. 

In. view of the above, it .is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is in condition for allowance, and a Notice of 
Allowance is earnestly solicited,. 
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